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Modern Trends and Issues of Knowledge Transmission and Gender 
Studies: with the Development of Feminist Knowledge Theories
Mutsuko TENDO
This article examines the transmission of knowledge from a gender perspective, 
focusing on the modern trends and issues on knowledge society. This article begins by 
tracing major feminist theories: liberal feminism, radical feminism, Marxist feminism and 
post-structural feminism, and reveals that feminist theories in relation to knowledge 
analysis contrast with another. Liberal feminism explains gender inequalities in gender 
role and socialization. Radical feminism redefines the concept of patriarchy, and claims 
that patriarchy has existed across cultures and women's daily lives. Marxist feminism 
examines the male domination, by positing a complex combination between Capitalism 
and patriarchy. Post-structural feminism focuses on power, discourse and diversity to 
explain the gender regime in our society.
This article also examines contemporary issues related to gender and sociology of 
education, with particular reference in the second part of this article to gender code, based 
on the framework of B. Bernstein's code theory.
Through these theoretical considerations, this article suggests some new ways of 
approaching studies of gendered knowledge and issues in education in the future.

